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gets better with each issue. Its hard to decide 
which department to read frst. The interview is 


always illuminating. “Equal Time” precludes the 
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From across the fruited plain 





need to read a newspaper. Your articles are 
superb, Best of all: your cogent remarks following 
each letter and each “stupid quote.” Thank you 
for keeping us informed with the truth. EIB forever! 


EIB is definitely catching. I have a lifelong 
friend who's a Clinton liberal. Part of our friend- 
ship is arguing over politics, and I have to thank 
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you for all the ammunition you've given me. I've 
offered to loan him your books and my 
Limbaugh Letter — an enormous sacrifice. His 
reaction has always been: "Sure! Give them to me 
if you want them burned. I hate that guy." But 
this is changing. My friend happened to drop by 
just as I got your June issue. He loves political 
cartoons, so I showed him the Bill and Hillary 
cartoon on page 2, and he roared. I followed it 
up with the "hate speech" cartoon on page 4. Not 
only did he laugh, but 
he admitted you had a 
valid point. Then I 
went for the jugular. I 
read him quotes from 
"Ihe American Heart- 
land: The Best and the 
Brightest." This is one 
of the best essays I 
have ever read on what 
America means; it 
should be read aloud 
tO every student in 
every school in Amer- 
ica. My friend's reac- 
tion dumbfounded 
me, but it dumbfounded him even more. He 
found himself agreeing with the “horrible” Rush 
Limbaugh! He isn’t converted yet, but the signs 
are there. The contagion is spreading, and he will 
soon be cured. 

— CHARLES E. Perry, NORTHVILLE, MI 
Remember, Im not going to stop doing this until 
everyone in America agrees with me, Which may be 
sooner than liberals think. 


Í, a junior in a parochial high school, was finally 
able to persuade my mother to subscribe to your 
wonderful Limbaugh Letter. Truth be told, | 
didn't have to beg all that much — my mother is 
one of the most conservative people I have the 
privilege of knowing. She and my father have 
instilled in me a desire to achieve and become the 
best person that I possibly can. My uncle once 
wryly noted during a political argument, which I 
won, that my mother had “created a monster,” | 
am inclined to believe that he, more than 40 years 
my senior, simply ran out of plausible arguments. 

— MEREDITH PRYSAK, MONROE, NJ 
You have nailed it, Meredith. Happy to have you in 


my audience. 


ee eee eee 


| 


I 


| 


| 
| 
| 





— ELEANOR B. TEDESCO, ALBUQUERQUE, NM 


You, madam, clearly have the courage to hear and 


believe the truth, 


We are Peace Corps volunteers serving in 


the Kingdom of Nepal and avid readers of 


The Limbaugh Letter. As you may know, follow- 
ing the recent elections the Communist Party 
has come to power here. The Nepali people 
are deprived of hearing your wisdom on the 
radio, so we have 
taken it upon our- 
selves to educate the 
locals on the values 
of capitalism and the 
freedoms gained from 
a smaller government. 
The couple in the 
picture (left) are from 
a remote area of the 
country where the 
seeds of government- 
financed social pro- 
grams have yet to take 
hold. Perhaps it is 

not too late. 
— WILLIAM KLASE AND JOHN TOWSE, JR., 
KATHMANDU, NEPAL 

Proof, my friends, that my reach is global. 


I carry my Limbaugh Letters in my purse, 
Then if I'm in company that starts talking liberal, 
out comes the truth, my Letter. Every time I do 
this, the person reads the topic of discussion and 
ends up asking, "May I borrow this?" I say; "No, 
sorry — but here's the address to order your 
own. — ISABELLA KURKA, WILLINGBORO, NJ 
A truly conservative approach. 


As a total dittohead just like my father, 1 
wanted to thank you for being such a fabulous 
person. My dad and I aren't as close as we could 
be, but when we have extra time, we read The 
Limbaugh Letter together. We enjoy talking 
about all the interesting things you write about in 
your Letter. | am a 13-year-old middle school 
student. Since I am in the Gifted Class, I 
completely understand all of your concepts 
and remarks. 

— STEPHANIE KING, FORT Myers, FL 


| EIB: bringing parents and gifted students together. 


SS eee 


2 


= = ^d 


s we go to press, Bill. Clinton is sternly "urging" Congress 
to work witli him to come up with a compromise budget 
to avoid a "crisis in government." He is attempting to pre- 
side over a speeding express train — from the caboose. 
Enormous, pent-up government-downsizing forces, finally 
unleashed by the voters last November after 40 years, are rushing 
forward ... with the President, or without him. 

Naturally, he wants it to be with him, and he will do everything 
he can to make you think he's calling the plays. But nothing 
could be farther from the truth. My friends, the politics of all this 
is fascinating and quite 
instructive, so let me put 
the coming budget battle 
in perspective for you. 
Make no mistake: you are 
about to witness, through 
the rest of the summer 
and into the fall, one of 
the most significant 
philosophical and ideo- 
logical contests of the 
20th century. 

And believe me, in his 
heart of hearts, Bill Clin- 
ton wishes it would just 
go away. As he said rather 
plaintively in his speech 
at Georgetown University 
on July 6: "We are de- 
bating things now we 
thought were settled for decades. We are now back to fundamental 
issues that were debated like this 50, 60, 70 years ago." In other 
words, "Hey, why me? Why are you guys changing the rules?" 

The "fundamental issues" he's referencing, of course, are the size 
and scope and role of the federal government. He would much 
rather be "giving" you health care, or "investing" in programs for 
you, but the midterm elections forced him to try another route to 
your heart, and your vote. 

This new approach is just the latest step in a now-familiar 
dance. Remember the first Clinton budget this year? When it was 
introduced in February, it was widely perceived to be "not seri- 
ous." It didn't touch Medicare or the parade of $200-billion-a year 
deficits. And, although Clinton had sharply raised taxes in 1993, 
he was not able to keep the deficit on a glidepath downward (a lit- 
tle budget lingo, there) as he had — ahem — promised. His bud- 
get forecast the deficit reaching $320 billion in 2002. Over the 
four years of his term, the national debt would have ballooned by 
almost $1 trillion. 

With the Republicans making huge headlines in their march 
toward a balanced budget, this was, of course, politically impossi- 
ble. Bill Clinton wanted to be relevant! So at the urging of the new 
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\ MONDAY THE PRESIDENT WiLL BE Off LACED 
BUDGET BEFORE WARMING TO THE IDEA LATE TUESDAY A 
SUIT IN POLITICAL WINGS WEDNESDAY MAY gea Nott oues... 


de facto Chief of Staff, consultant Dick Morris (see p. 5), the 
President came up with a second budget. In a five-minute speech 
before the nation on June 13, Bill Clinton, in effect, torpedoed his 
party's core beliefs. | 

Giving House Democratic leaders only a few hours’ notice and 
ignoring their protests, the President gave away the store. He went 
off the reservation. He jumped ship. “It’s time to clean up this 
mess," he said. Although he tried to sound like a Democrat by 
asserting that “our most important mission is to help people make 
the most of their own lives,” Bill Clinton, the leader of the 
Democratic party, signed 
on to long-held Repub- 
lican ideas: He agreed to 
a balanced budget (only 
his would be slower than 
the Republicans’); he 
agreed to tax cuts (only 
his would be less than 
the Republicans’); and he 
agreed to cuts in hereto- 
fore-sacred programs, 
including Medicare (only 
his would be smaller 
than the Republicans’), 
“Make no mistake,” he 
said, “there will be big 
cuts, and they will hurt.” 

Mostly, hurt Demo- 
crats. When Clinton 
embraced a zero deficit, 
tax cuts and entitlement reform — he dramatically rejected the 
defining Democratic value, such as it is, of the New Deal. Said 
Rep. Robert G. Torricelli (D, NJ): "[The President] is seeking 
a political future in the belief that Democrats can survive 
without the nation adopting a belief in activist government. | 
personally believe che Democratic Party and the notion of an 
activist government are synonymous, neither can succeed without 
the other." Which is why 28 Democrats and one independent 
wrote Clinton an angry letter: "The Democratic Partys agenda 
should be something more than a pale reflection of the program 
articulated by House Speaker Newt Gingrich. Your budget falls 
short in both respects." 

An editorial in The Washington Post correctly observed: 
"They're arguing not over whether to shrink the government, but 
over how much and how fast. That's the Republican accomplish- 
ment.” Precisely. 

On June 22, totally ignoring the President's 10-year balanced- 
budget package, Republican House and Senate leaders announced 
agreement on a blueprint for eliminating the deficit by 2002, with 
a $245 billion in tax cuts and $898 billion in spending cuts over 
seven years. (Total federal spending will still grow from $1.5 tril- 
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lion in 1995 to almost $1.9 trillion in 2002.) | thinking about himself and Presidential politics.” A “Democratic | ' | | i p 
The Republicans have set the terms of the debate — possibly | leader" who insisted on anonymity told The New York H ( ) | H | S 





tor decades. Times that Bill Clinton “has no rudder.” Rep. David Obey a - 
; — |. (D, WI) declared: “I think most of us learned some time ago The Limbaugh Profile 

ep. Sherrod Brown (D, OH) was so furious that, | that if you don't like the President's position on a particular | | J 

according to The Netw. York Post, he groused ata | issue, you simply need to wait a few weeks." (See box) * 

caucus meeting. “Maybe we need to reopen Pennsylvania | The New York Post quotes an unnamed IDenmiseratie 
rigor disable Red QI E ae ue Me D D SD shingon has a iy ana ded apoio who c 
Ea [Clinton] E Fée. S SE _ change. Now Republicans are pushing change — and he's Dick Morris, political guru extraor- admit his mistakes.” 1 he inoculation carried 

g mocrats E dinaire, arrived on Clinton's team. into the general campaign where attacks by 


over here," grumbled Rep. Pat Schroeder (D, CO). *He's | Continued on page 15 | Morris, 47, inspires mistrust and awe ... he 


THE CLINTON BUDGET HUSTLE mem 


behind-the-scenes machination and manipu- | 
from the Memory Division of The Limbaugh Institute 


Republican incumbent Frank White also fz- 
zled. Clinton is the "Achilles without the 
heel,” said Morris. Clinton won, and thanks 
to Morris, the "Comeback Kid" was born. 
Now Clinton hopes to recapture that magic 
with another Morris-engineered comeback. 
| We already see examples of Morriss tactic of 
“triangulation”: on any issue note the left's 


lation. White House staffers hate him because 
he once worked for Republicans; Republicans 
resent him because he now works for the 
White House. And the press is fascinated — 


to the point of obsession — with his obvious 





di dic ea prid RSs cies tii pea ai — | * Tonight I present to the American people a plan for a balanced impact on Clinton's recent political behavior. position and the rights position; then pick a 
e “Our plan will cut the deficit in half within four qi d jade budget. My plan cuts spending by $1.1 trillion. It This attention cannot please a man whose | third, middle position that appears above poli- 
thar it continues to fall each ieat alter tian? m mcd ak not raise taxes. It wont be easy, but elected leaders of entire career has been built in the shadows. For tics. Clinton's “lers be civil” campaign theme? 
NEA Apgar E Re Ex PUTTING PEOPLE oth parties agree that we must do this, and we will." months after the Democratic wipeout last No- , Pure Morris inoculation strategy: any Re- 

* "The President is against simply ea RR E hue ere NR — PRESIDENT CLINTON’S FIVE-MINUTE “BALANCED BUDGET” SPEECH, vember, White House officials heard only | publican attack will be sorrowfully described 
of balancing the budget is not my M iui Rau ux à pape 1225 whispers about the mystery man with whom | | as partisan incivility. 
POCA ON NEO N S ERL T 356 A pan) | E lent Clinton's latest budget proposal to eliminate the Clinton discussed strategy in late-night phone | m Unlike Clintons 1992 

e “It depends on how long your lifetime proce Ree | REA in ten years wo uld fall far short of its goals and calls, a man he called Charlie if there was any- | strategist, James Car- 
MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET (OMB) = T PO, Maud OF a ASN mee the deficit to hover around $200 billion a one else in the room. Soon code-named Char- |! '- ville =A who once 
WOULD SEE A BALANCED BUDGET IN THEIR LIFETIMES ON ABC's E > En throughout the decade, according to a preliminary lie was rewriting presidential speeches, faxing snapped: "I've had blind 
Wir DAVID BRINKLEY," FER. 5, 1995 - | EAE analysis by the Congressional Budget Office (CBO)." — Eric ideas to the Clintons’ private residence and to | | dates with women I ve known 

* President Clinton's 1996 budget, released in Feb 1995 ure: JR RA D WASHINGTON POST; JUNE 17, 1995 the top-secret fax aboard Air Force One. | more abour than I know about Clinton’ 
| jected deficits of at least $200 billion for every det hoe: eii x F pue EA the Bo se D aEENEY [CBO] completed tonight Morris, Clintons very first strategist in Ark- | — Morris knows Clinton well. “Clinton is 
Senate defeated Clinton's budget, 99 to 0, on MÀ Tr IN : sis that under the Clinton proposals, the deficit would ansas, has said he considers himself and | very moral in his choice of goals and relatively 

e “Our approach is we would be willing i Tu x a deficit = n-- E " a be $200 billion every’ year for the next decade and Clinton “political, tactical soul mates,” less moral in his choice of means, he once 
Bon path that Deiner stat ae ease ae wee e $20 billion in 2005..." — Davip E. ROSENBAUM IN which is quite telling coming DE | told NBCS Lisa Myers. "But he wouldnt give a 
a specific date ... You dont let the date set policy Am d WT TM CE YORK TIMES, JUNE 17, 1995. from someone who Is essen- y Carthy's campaign in 1968. In | moment’ thought to adopting a means that 
set the date.” — LEON PANETTA, WHITE HOUSE CHIEF OF Barats via ngressional Budget Office was normally closer to right tially politically androgynous. ue ...1977, Steve Smith, then chief of staff | he thought was wrong in order to reach a goal 
N THEAT PREMO 08 ! 3 acm. eus, Lets at least argue about the same set It is also telling that Hillary for Arkansas Attorney General Bill Clinton | that he thought was right. 

*" chink ic [balancing the budget] can be done — well, ican — i numbers S the American people will think we're heartily approves of him. Morris | (Smith has now pled guilty to a misdemeanor in T. : 
first of all, it can be done in seven years." E ER. : ONNE straight with them.” — PRESIDENT CLINTON, DEFENDING is the guy who convinced Clin- | the Whitewater investigation), asked Morris to. (| ome of those earlier choices may still 
Rica. Puce Rania INTERVIEW i aw HR EAM , d ee TO USE CBO NUMBERS IN HIS 1993 STATE OF THE ton to send Congress a balanced budget pro- | help Clinton run for governor; Clinton won, be- | haunt Morris. In the closing days of 

* “I think it clearly can be done in less than ten years, I think wean | e*[ UR eid - | a | posal. This created a firestorm of criticism _ coming the youngest governor in America. But | Clinton's 1990 campaign, Morris 
get there by a dare certain." — PRESIDENT CLINTON, NATIONAL PUBLIC of Xx TREE pays attention to the bigger picture, instead from Hill Democrats who wanted to attack | Clintons new taxes and liberal agenda did not | called in a panic, saying that polls showed 
RADIO INTERVIEW IN NEW HAMPSHIRE, May 19, 1995 7 ere rs erences over economic assumptions." — CHIEF Republicans and were undercut by the Presi- | sit well with Arkansas, and by 1980 Clinton | Clinton having lost 10 points in just three 

* “I promised them that if they would a HOP bade thad EI E EON PANETTA, DEFENDING THE PRESIDENT'S DECISION TO dent's ploy. Morris also persuaded Clinton — | became the youngest ex-governor in America — | days. Morris insisted Clinton go on the air 
negotiate with them in good faith, and that I would propose a WEEK W A CARA AP OARS CBO NUMBERS, ON ABC's “THIS who had been telling the American people it Though Morris had begun working for Re- | with last-minute attack ads. The campaign 
counter-budget.” — PRESIDENT CLINTON, NATIONAL Pusuc RADIO. | * “Havin Um 2j posi qu eie a 1 was "too soon" to go into campaign mode — | publicans, the Clintons asked him to help was short on cash, so Clinton took out a per- 
INTERVIEW IN NEW HAMPSHIRE, MAY 19, 1995 SIE E b Think MEI we have used sound and serious to go into campaign mode, and to spend $2.4 | them plan their comeback, and the record is sonal loan from the Bank of Perry County. 

* "Right now, to come forward with that tvpe of hensive Seg AE ink we have rightly earned the respect of the million on two campaign ads designed to eerily familiar — and instructive. Morriss | The ads aired, and Clinton won handily. Just 

ARMS OL numbers world.” — Rontkr RUBIN, TREASURY SECRETARY, ON NBC's make Clinton look tough on crime. 


| 
| | | | | 
document would be an idle exercise." — MicHaeL McCurry, WHITE strategy: admit failure, plead forgiveness, inoc- | two problems. First, campaign manager Gloria 
| 
| 
| 





HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY “CLARIFYING” THE PRESIDENT'S STATEMENTS, QUOT- rcg e ele EE re. We bel; ; "Its like a one-man coup," groused one ulate against attack, then go negative and fight | Cabe didn’t believe Morris's polls and de- 
„ED IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES, MAY 24, 1995 better, ced he a AUR. elieve OMB's numbers are source to The Washington Post. Indeed it is, like hell. In 1982, Morris helped Clinton cre- manded to see them before he was paid. She 
* "This is not the moment for us to offer an alternative." — OMB pecia de Mu MICHAEL McCurry, WHITE HOUSE and many Democrats are furious. Which may | ate two TV ads, one apologizing for raising | never saw them; Morriss check was never cut. 
DIRECTOR ALICE RIVLIN, QUOTED IN THE New YORK TIMES, MAY 22, 1995 « “(The White House] c Wii ste TIMES, JUNE 20, 1995 well have been the intention — Morris and | taxes at the beginning of his term, the other | Second, the personal loan used to pay for the 
* Its not the appropriate moment to propose an alternative.” — to the CBO | me EX ne numbers. He needs to get back 2 Clinton are known to have campaigned well | apologizing for pardoning 38 convicted mur- | ads is now (along with other oddities of that 
LAURA D'ANDREA TYSON, NATIONAL ECONOMIC COUNCIL GERI S DUE rer ee Bos Kerrey (D, NE), QUOTED IN zin Arkansas by picking ona “weak, if artificial, derers at the end of his term. Clintons Demo- | 1990 race) under investigation by Mr. Starr. 
QUOTED IN THE NEw YORK TIMES, MAY 22, 1995 * "We will com h eis ! XP MUR g enemy,” according to Clinton biographer | cratic primary opponent, Jim Guy Tucker | Something else strange happened between 
* I think it [balancing the budget] can be done in less than ten E UHR € to whatever accommodation there are [sic] to S David Maraniss. “In the latest budget maneu- (now under indictment by Whitewater special | Clinton and his guru in 1990. Outside the 
years. I think we can get there by a date certain." — PRESIDENT There's S. diff xx gs anal arbiter on the numbers. = vering," writes Maraniss in The Washington | prosecutor Kenneth Starr), attacked Clinton | governors mansion the two argued, and as has 
CLINTON, WHITE HOUSE NEWS CONFERENCE, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON EE EE ifference. between the President and the Congress Š Post, "congressional Democrats emerged as | aggressively, bur to little effect. been widely reported, Clinton socked Morris 
Posr, May 24, 1995 - hat. — SEN. TOM DASCHLE, ON NBC's “MEET THE PRESS," š Clinton's artificial enemy. In the Dick Morris | "The polls," Morris said, "showed a tre- | in the head, sending him reeling, But the soul 


JUNE 25,1995 © book of politics, enraging an enemy that is | mendous backlash of sympathy for Clinton | mates have apparently reconciled ... they bath 
2 out of favor should help more than it hurts" | because he had already apologized. People | know it will take some fancy political footwork 


$ Morris began his career on Eugene Mc- | said, What's Tucker dumping on him for? He | to dodge Bill Clinton's record. rt] 
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My "conversation" with 





Since the collapse of ber health care legislation, Mrs. Clinton has kept a 
rather low profile — a development that I, for one (thinking of all the 
entertainment she has brought), deplore. I was saddened to see that the 
Democratic National Committee had also devalued her: high-roller cam- 
paign contributors can get a couple of dinners with the President for 
$100,000; but a mere $1,000 will get you Hillary. I hereby do my part to 
raise her profile, remind the nation of her vast wisdom ... and, hopefully, 
boost her going rate. 


Rush: Welcome, Madam First Lady, to my newsletter. I understand 
that you now have your own print outlet, as well — a newspaper col- 
umn. Whar sort of subjects will you cover? 

First Lady: This newspaper column presents a unique opportunity to 
share my experiences in the White House and as First Lady with the 
American people. 

Rush: That ought to be fascinating. Do you anticipate running your 
topics by the White House political operation? 

First Lady: | dont expect to ask for clearance from anybody! 

Rush: Of course not. I'm sure the entire campaign staff will 
be delighted with whatever you decide 
to write about, Speaking of 
campaigns, let's talk about 
the fallout from 1994. 
Your party suffered 
a decisive defeat 
in the midterm 














































aftermath of 
losing health 
care, losing 
the Senate, 
losing -the 
House of 
Represen- 


four decades, 
how do you 
now see 
your role? 

First Lady: 


its more along 
the lines of 
just trying to 
be an advo- 
cate, nor lead- 
ing so much. 
Rush: So you 


leading too much. 
What do you see 
as 
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elections. In the | 


tatives after | 


I really think | 


think you were | 


your | 


ILLARY CLINTON 


basic agenda in the coming months? 

First Lady: I've tried very hard always to learn as much as I can 
about issues I care deeply about — to try to talk in ways that people 
might understand or relate to. Sometimes I get a little wonky, I know, 
and I'm trying not to do that. 

Rush: I'll let you know. By the way, to what do you attribute your 
disappointing track record? 

First Lady: I think what has helped me in the last couple of weeks ... 
is my belief that this is really a result of our inexperience in 
Washington, if you will; chat I really did not fully understand every- 
thing that I wish now I had known. And irs a learning experience — 
sometimes a difficult one, but I think one that both the President and 
[ are anxious to do because we think that the reason he was elected 
was to deal with the big issues that we want the country to deal with. 
Rush: Such as? 

First Lady: We are at a stage in history, I would suggest, in which re- 
molding society certainly in the West is one of the great challenges 
facing all of us as individuals and as citizens. 

Rush: Remolding sociery! Why:not bite off something a bit more 
manageable, like world peace? 

First Lady: If one looks around the Western world, if one looks at 
Europe, if one looks at the emerging democracies, at Asia, if one looks 
certainly here in North America, you can see the rumblings of discon- 
tent, almost regardless of political systems, as we come face to face 
with the problems that the modern age has dealt us. 

Rush: Actually, I dont see too many rumblings of discontent. Or hear 
them, either. Except, of course, when it comes to taxes, 

First Lady: If we take a step back and ask ourselves, why is it in a 
country as economically wealthy as we are despite our economic prob- 
lems, in a country that is the longest surviving democracy, there is this 
undercurrent of discontent... 

Rush: Wait a minute. Define discontent. 

First Lady: This sense that somehow economic growth and prosperi- 
ty, political democracy and freedom are not enough. 

Rush: Oh, I know what you're talking about — the conclusion most 
of us arrive at when we are 16 or 17 years old that there's more to life 
than money and politics. 

First Lady: That we lack at some core level meaning in our individ- 
ual lives and meaning collectively — that sense that our lives are part 
of some greater effort, that we are connected to one another, that 


community means that we have a place where we belong no matter 
who we are. | 


Rush: Would you like a tissue? 

First Lady: And it isn't very far below the surface because we can see 
popping through the surface the signs of alienation and despair and 
hopelessness that are all too common and cannot be ignored. They're 
in our living rooms at night on the news. They're on the front pages; 
they are in all of our neighborhoods. | 
Rush: What else do you think is popping through the surface? 

First Lady: We are, I think, in a crisis of meaning. 

Rush: Uh-oh. 

First Lady: What do our governmental institutions mean? What do 
our lives in today's world mean? What do all of our institutions mean? 
What does it mean to be educated? What does it mean to be a jour- 
nalis? What does it mean in today's world to pursue not only voca- 
tions, to be part of institutions, but to be human? 


Rush: Do you want me to take them one at a time? Actually, you 
have to completely separate what it means to be a journalist from 
what it means to be human. 

First Lady: Certainly, coming off the decade when the ethos of self- 
ishness and greed were given places of honor never before accorded, it 
is certainly timely to ask ourselves these questions. 

Rush: | assume this is what you told Kenneth Starr when he inter- 


viewed you and the President about Whitewater, But what is your 


plan, if I may ask, for remolding Western society? 

First Lady: Remolding society does not depend on just changing 
government, on just reinventing our institutions to be more in tune 
with present realities. It requires each of us to play our part in redefin- 
ing what our lives are and what they should be. 

Rush: I'm way ahead of you; I've already redefined greatness on the 
radio. But what are the obstacles that could thwart your dream of a 
remolded society? 

First Lady: We are caught between two great political forces, On the 
one hand we have our economy — the market economy — which 
knows the price of everything, but the value of nothing, 

Rush: Well, the market economy has put the value of a meeting with 


Hillary Clinton at $1,000 — as opposed to $100,000 for a meeting | 


with Bill Clinton. I can see why you dont particularly like the market. 
What's the other force? 
First Lady: The state or government, which attempts to use its 
means of acquiring tax money, of making decisions to assist us in 
becoming a better, more equitable society as it defines it. 
Rush: There we have a problem. You confiscate citizens money, co- 
opt their rightful power, and you say: “We only want to help you!” 
That sentence, Madam, in which you reveal your assumptions about 
the role of government, by itself demonstrates why your party suffered 
at the polls last November. But perhaps I simply misunderstand. Go 
on, please. Explain your fascinating forces theory. 
First Lady: That is what all societies are caught between — forces 
that are more complex and bigger than any of us can understand. And 
5 missing in that equation, as we have political and ideological struggles 
È between those who think market economics are the answer to every- 
Š thing, those who think government programs are the answer to 
8 everything, is the recognition among all of us that neither of those is 
$ an adequate explanation for the challenges confronting us. 


z Rush: Oh, come on — who says the free market or government is the | 


E answer to everything? We really should get beyond these clichés, and 
Š break through the old thinking that has for too long captured the left. 
É First Lady: What we each must do is to break through the old think- 
d ing that has for too long captured us politically and institutionally, so 
that we can begin to devise new ways of thinking about not only what 
= it means to have governments that work again, not only what it means 
? to have economies that don't discard people like they were excess bag- 
Ë pape that we no longer need, but to define our institutional and per- 
sonal responsibilities in ways that answer this lack of meaning. 
= Rush: Did you say you graduated from Yale? 
= First Lady: We need a new politics of meaning. We need a new ethos 
= of individual responsibility and caring. We need a new definition of 
E civil society which answers the unanswerable questions posed by both 
= the market forces and the governmental ones, as to how we can have a 
3 society that fills us up again and makes us feel that we are part of 
: something bigger than ourselves. - 
x Rush: I recognize some of your husband's recent rhetoric here — he 
5 says he wants a new civility, Sounds good to me — if you can rein in 
iE like Charles Rangel, David Bonior, Barney Frank, Maxine 
2 “Shut Up!" Waters and all those on your team who constantly refer to 
conservatives as right-wing extremists, Nazis, fascists and so on, But I 
© like the New Civility platform. | 
? First Lady: Now, will it be easy to do that? Of course not, Because 
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we are breaking new ground. This is a trend that has been developing 
over hundreds of years. It is not something that just happened to us in 
the last decade or two. And so it is not going to be easy to redefine 
who we are as human beings in this post-modern age. Nor will it be 
easy to figure out how to make our institutions more responsive to the 
kind of human beings we wish to be. 

Rush: But I bet you have figured out a way to do it! 

First Lady: Part of the great challenge of living is defining yourself in 
your moment, of seizing the opportunities that you are given, and of 
making the very best choices you can. 

Rush: Why didnt anyone ever think of this before? | 

First Lady: That is what this Administration, this President, and 
those of us who are hoping for these changes are attempting to do. 
Rush: Oh, goody, But I sense you still have questions about the process. 
First Lady: How does one define these new issues? How do we begin 
to inject some meaning? How do we take old values and apply them to 
these new — for many of us — undreamed-of problems that we now 
confront? And that is what all of us must be engaged in in our own 
lives, at every level, in every institution with which we interact. Let us 
be willing to remold society by redefining what it means to be a human 
being in the 20th century, moving into a new millennium. Let us try to 
restore the importance of a civil society. It is not going to be easy, But 
we cant get scared away from it because it is an overwhelming task. 
Rush: You do sound rather confident of your molding ability. Which 
is fine, don’t get me wrong. But for those who would want to know a 
little bit more before they submitted to putting themselves on your 
potter's wheel, how would you define your philosophy? 

First Lady: I don’t know; I dont know. I dont have any coherent 
explanation. I hope one day to be able to stop long enough actually to 
try to write down what I do mean, because it's important to me that I 
try to do that, because I have float- 
ed around the edges of this 
and talked about it for 
many, many years with 
a lot of people, but 
I've never regularly 
kept a journal 
or really tried 
to get myself 
organized 
enough 
to do it. 
Rush: 
Perhaps 
your new col- 
umn will help. 
organize your 
thoughts. 
First Lady: 
We have to first 
create a language that 
would better communi- 
cate what we are try- | 
ing to say, and the poli- 
cies would flow from 
that language. 

Rush: Okay, but I recom- 
mend English for at least 
the first six months. 

First Lady: We have to 
change our hearts and minds 
before we can change the condi- 
tions we find around us, and, as we 
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dig deep to recognize our common humanity, to understand, as 
Nelson Mandela pointed out; there will always be within each of us 
the forces of darkness waging war against the forces of light. 

Rush: | think I've heard your husband talk about that. But I think he 
dehnes "forces of darkness" as talk radio. Now beside your column, 
and your injecting meaning and remolding society, is there anything 
else on your agenda? 

First Lady: I am trying co help in any way I can to support 
the President in solving che problems America is facing today and 


in reaching out to people to make them feel involved in the life of 


the country. 

Rush: I think they feel involved now. Especially after the mid- 
term elections. 

First Lady: | am trying to give people reasons for hope about our 
future. I believe thats an important part of making our nation more 
positive and forward-looking again. 

Rush: Good point. I also have read that you want to stop the eeevil 
Republicans from cutting back federal funding for groups such as the 
National Endowment for the Arts, public broadcasting, and the like. | 
know you've been seen with Big Bird and with a PBs character named 
Miss Fizzle. 

First Lady: | find it ironic that those 
who talk the loudest about America's 
loss of civility, character and values are 
often the first to recommend obliter- 
ating the agencies responsible for pro- 
moting arts programs that make 
Sophocles, Shakespeare, Mozart and 
O'Keeffe available to our children. 
Rush: In addition to Robert 
Mapplethorpe. 

First Lady: The power of the arts is 
not simply to provide pleasant esthet- 
ics but to help move us forward as 
a democracy. 

Rush: Yeah, you just have to wonder 
how much farther Washington, Jef- 
ferson, Madison and the rest of the 
Founders could have taken the whole 
democracy idea if they only had the 
National Endowment for the Arts. 
First Lady: A misguided, misinformed effort to eliminate public sup- 
port for the arts not only threatens irrevocable damage to our cultural 
institutions but also to our sense of ourselves and what we stand for as 
a people. 

Rush: Speaking of what we stand for as a people, I would be remiss 
if I didn't ask you about your rather amazing good fortune with 
cattle futures. 

First Lady: I only knew a little bit about that, although living in 
Arkansas, particularly northwest Arkansas, as I did, I was familiar with 
a lot of ranchers and people who were in the cattle industry. 

Rush: Oh. And that’s how you made $100,000 ... which you didnt 
initially report. 

First Lady: In the absence of a year-end statement, the accountant 
and my husband and I missed the fact that we had actually made 
some money. 

Rush: You didn't remember the profit? 

First Lady: No, I did not remember that profit. I did not. I thought 
I basically got out with what I pur in. And then they went back and 
relooked at it again with more accountants and they came up with the 
gain. So it was hard to find, apparently. 


Rush: Apparently. If they relooked at Whitewater, would they come 


up with a gain as well? 


“Let us be willing to 
remold society by 
redefining what it 

means to be a human 
being in the 20th 
century, moving into 

a new millennium.” 

— HILLARY CLINTON 


First Lady: No, I mean, we went into Whitewater to make money, 
not to lose it. The embarrassing thing to me is that we ended up los- 
ing money and it keeps being beaten like the deadest horse there 1s, 
over and over again, But in 78, 79 and '80, we were still hopeful that 
we were going to make money on our investment in North Arkansas 
And the payments we were making, which were to service the loans 
primarily, we knew we would have to do as part of our obligations 
under the joint and individual liability we had for the mortgage. But 
when the 1980s began, and real estate just took such a nosedive in 
Arkansas, I thought then — and I think the President did, too — that 
it was going to be very hard. But we had to hang on because we 
couldnt get off the mortgage. 
Rush: Those 1980s were really tough for you folks, weren't they? 
First Lady: As far as I know, Madison always made its required regu- 
latory reports. And as far as I know, we always put in whatever money 
we were required to put in. One of the reasons why I'm now glad we 
have a special counsel is that I think we will, once and for all, whenev- 
er he issues his report, know exactly what everybody did. 
Rush: Do you regret characterizing the 80s as the decade of greed, 
since you apparently partook of it with gusto? 
First Lady: | don’t think you'll ever 
find anything that my husband or I 
said that in any way condemns the 
importance of making good invest- 
ments and savings; or that in any way 
undermines what is the heart and soul 
of the American economy, which is 
risk-taking and investing in the future. 
Rush: Pardon me, Mrs. Clinton, but 
you did condemn entire industries 
who did just that: the pharmaceutical 
industry and the insurance industry, to 
name just two. 
First Lady: What I think we were say- 
ing is that, like anything else, that can 
be taken to excess, When companies 
are leveraged into debt, when loans are 
not repaid, when pension funds are 
raided — all of the things that marked 
the excess of the 1980s are things that 
we spoke out against. I think it's a 
pretty long stretch to say that the decisions that we made to try to cre- 
ate some financial security for our family and make some investments 
come anywhere near there. We were primarily interested in, as in his 
case, in trying to provide opportunities for people in Arkansas and 
make a difference in their lives. 1 do think we are transition figures, if 
you will. We dont fit easily into a lot of preexisting categories, And lec 
me speak just about myself. 
Rush: You are exceptionally good at that, Madam. 
First Lady: | came to this role, having worked my entire life, I started 
working in the summers when I was 13. And I think that having been 
mw uo ATE 
woman ... sitting in this house. So | think d thes ide! 
some extent the expectations us the TU aem ms CREME m 
ave changed. And I'm 


trying to find my way through it and trying to figure out how best to 
be true to myself, 


Rush: Thar you are. And then what? 
First Lady: I figure that if we ever want to get Bosnia off the front 


page, all I have to do is either put on a headband | | 
: nd or change mv hair. 
Rush: Or mention me. 25 
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Supreme Court News 


«J t has been a disappointing year that 
ended on an extremely ominous 
note." That's how Steven Shapiro, legal 
director for the American Civil Liberties 
Union summed up the Supreme Court's lat- 
est term. "Radical change is under way at the 
Supreme Court," thundered the New York 
Times editorial page. "As the term ended ... a 
five-justice majority was toppling doctrines 
and precedents that had held for decades and 
was looking around for more." Lamented 
Time magazine's Richard LaCayo: "It can't b 
much fun anymore to be a liberal jus- = 
tice” since “the left wing of the court 
is in danger of becoming a vestigial 
organ, visible but pointless.” For liber- 
als, the most distressing assessment 
must have been by reporter Joan 
Biskupic on the front page of The 
Washington Post: “This is the Supreme 
Court that Ronald Reagan wanted 
but didn’t get." A beautiful thing! 

Here are some highlights from a 
pivotal year on the Court: 

Adarand v. Pena. This case chal- 
lenged a Small Business Admini- 
stration program that set aside ten 
percent of its construction projects for 
minority contractors. After it lost a 
contract to build highway guardrails 
to a Hispanic firm though it had sub- 
mitted a lower bid, che Adarand 
Construction Company of Colorado 
Springs sued, calling the program 
reverse discrimination. 

Though the Court did not strike 
down all racial set-asides, Justice Sandra 
Day O'Connor wrote in a 5 to 4 deci- 
sion that the Constitution protects 
"persons, not groups." Thus "all governmental 
action based on race — a group classification 
long recognized as ... irrelevant and therefore 
prohibited — should be subjected to detailed 
judicial inquiry to ensure that the personal 
right to equal protection of the laws has not 
been infringed." It's now the job of a lower 
court to define the SBA program more narrowly. 

In a brilliant concurring statement, Justice 
Clarence Thomas wrote: Government- 
sponsored racial discrimination based on 
benign prejudice is just as noxious as dis- 
crimination inspired by malicious prejudice. 
In each instance, it is racial discrimination, 
plain and simple.” The fact is, wrote 
Thomas, “Government cannot make us 
equal, it can only recognize, respect and pro- 
tect us as equal before the law.” That, my 
friends, is jurisprudence at its finest. 

Miller v. Johnson. Here again, the Court 


challenged — but did not overturn com- 


The Limbaugh Legal Analysis 


: 


pletely — race-based solutions to racial dis- 
crimination. Specifically, the Court invalidat- 
ed the 11th Congressional District of Georgia 
(the seat of Democrat Rep. Cynthia Mc- 
Kinney) because it had been drawn specifi- 
cally co make it a black district. “When the 
state assigns voters on the basis of race,” 
wrote Justice Anthony Kennedy in the 5 to 4 
decision, “it engages in the offensive and 
demeaning assumption that voters of a par- 
ticular race, because of their race, think alike, 
share the same political interests, and will 


prefer the same candidates at the polls.” The 
Court will hear additional such cases next 
year, and for now appears to be deciding the 
issue on a case-by-case basis. 

Still, the liberal civil rights leadership is 
apoplectic. “We will use whatever means, but 
we won't go back,” proclaimed Rep. Eddie 
Bernice Johnson (D, TX). “Our job is in the 
streets organizing, declared Rep. Maxine 
Waters (D, CA). *Conferences, rallies, pro- 
tests, We've got to put the numbers together. 
We've got to put a face on what is happening 
to us ... It feels as if the Supreme Court, leg- 
islative bodies, organized right-wing groups 
have all kind of decided their worst enemy is 
people of color." Wrong, Madam. The enemy 
of all Americans — including people of color 
— is the clichéd liberal race-based approach. 

Missouri v. Jenkins. In yet another 5 to 4 
decision challenging race-based remedies, the 


= — — 


state of Missouri has won its freedom from 
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the autocratic rule of one liberal federal judge, 
who will no longer run the Kansas City 
school system. His job, the Court said, is to 
prevent illegal segregation, not to usurp local 
and parental control. By the judges decree, 
the state had been forced to raise taxes, shovel 
$1.3 billion into the relatively small school 
system, build 17 new schools complete with 
computer centers and swimming pools — all 
in an unsuccessful attempt to attract white 
suburban students to predominantly black 
inner city schools. "It never ceases to amaze 
me," wrote Justice Thomas for the 
majority, "that the courts are so willing 
to assume that anything predominandy 
black is inferior." This is tantamount 
to "racial paternalism," which can have 
"unintended consequences as poison- 
ous and pernicious as any other form 
of discrimination." Thomas added that 
"the point of the Equal Protection 
Clause is not to enforce strict race mix- 
ing but to insure thar blacks and whites 
are treated equally by the state without 
regard to skin color.” 

The Reverend Jackson went ballis- 
tic. “It is especially painful,” he said, 
"that a descendent of slaves, in effect, 
stabbed Dr. [Martin Luther] King ... 
in the back and is paving the way 
back toward slavery.” No, sir, Justice 
Thomas, in effect, is standing on Dr. 
King's shoulders. 

Rosenberger v. Rector and Visit- 
ors of University of Virginia. In this 
5 to 4 decision, the Court found that 
the state-run University of Virginia 
must treat student Ronald 
Rosenbergers Christian publication, 
Wide Awake, exactly the same way it does 
other student publications by groups ranging 
from Muslims to lesbians. Since in this case 
it means a small school subsidy, liberals have 
been losing their minds, crying: “The wall of 
separation between church and state has 
been breached!” 

“Whar prevents state or federal lawmakers 
from adopting school voucher systems that 
use tax dollars to pay for parochial educa- 
tions?” demanded a USA Today editorial. 
Hmm. Interesting question, 

Friends, theres a long way to go, but the 
Court has clearly changed direction: away 
from quotas and toward a colorblind society; 
away from federal paternalism and toward 
local and parental control; away from reli- 
gious discrimination and toward equal access 


and religious liberty. *How much further will 


the conservatives [on the Court] go?" asked 
Time, Just wait ‘til next year. Li 





Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — I AM... 


THE VISION THING 

A University of Pittsburgh oph- 
thalmologist has reported six cases 
of eye injuries that he says resulted 
from vigorous sexual activity. Dr. 
| Thomas Friberg, chairman of the 
Universitys department of ophthal- 
mology, acknowledged age-old 
myths connecting sexual activity to 
blindness. He said these myths may 
have arisen from cases similar to 
those he has studied: the sudden 
blurring of vision, dramatic de- 
creases in sight, and eye hemor- 
rhages among six people who were 
engaged in adult activities. Most 
vision problems were temporary; 
however, some lasted up to ten 
months following the act in ques- 
uon. You know I'm a skeptic, so | 
have sought empirical evidence to 
assess this claim. Using the scientif- 
ic method, I selected certain people 
in our culture whose sexual procliv- 
ities have been widely discussed, and | 
cross-checked the list to test for signs of de- 
teriorating vision. Here are the results: 


° PRESIDENT BILL CLINTON — reading 
| glasses. 
| * SENATOR EDWARD M. KENNEDY — 
glasses. 
* JOYCELYN ELDERS — glasses. 


MAGNIFICENT UGLINESS 
According to a recent Washington Post pro- 
file, Betty Friedan's energies are no longer 
devoted to feminism, bur to forging "new 
definitions of work, success and communi- 
ty." Friedan says thar everybody who doesn't 
own a corporation is being shafted. “The 
enemy now is not sexism,” she says, “but a 
business structure that pits everyone — 
women, minorities, angry white men — 
against one another in a currently successful 
effort to maximize profits.” Pitting everyone 
| against each other? Sounds like the Clinton 
| re-elect strategy to me. But I took personal 
satisfaction in one aspect of the article. 





* Larry KING — glasses. Thick 
glasses. 

* MADONNA — the naked eye can fool 
you; she wears contacts. 

* PATRICIA IRELAND — squints a lor. 

° MICHAEL JACKSON — no glasses. 
Zero. Zilch. Nada. 
Hmmm. Maybe this eye doctor is onto 

something. 


When I first articulated my Undeniable 
Truth of Life #24 — “Feminism was estab- 
lished so as to allow unattractive women eas- 
ier access to the mainstream of society” — I 
was roundly criticized. Yer the author of this 
piece, a Washington Post staff writer, com- 
pares Friedan's head to that of a snapping 
turtle, with “hooded eyes,” and assigns to 
her “a magnificent kind of ugliness.” The 
article offers this quote from Friedan: “I’m 
not pretty. I have a certain kind of beauty 
when I'm feeling truly passionate or joyous, 
but nobody, friend or enemy, would call me 
pretty." Alas. An eternal, undeniable truth of 
life, Ms. Friedan. I must concur. 
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UNFAIR TO ADDICTS 
Until recently, renovations at 

the Commercial Building, in a 
blighted section of Spokane, 
WA, were regarded as a tremen- 
dous achievement. The new 
paint, carpeting, furniture, and 
clean bathrooms at the 52-room 
building were a major step up 
for the area. Many new resi- 
dents, coming from flop-houses 
and detox centers, had federal 
rent subsidies. In order to keep 
the apartments safe, strict rules 
were enforced. Residents agreed 
to abstain from alcohol and 
drugs, to perform chores, to 
adhere to curfews, to submit to 
drug testing. Fair deal. But then 
che Department of Housing 
and Urban Development got 
into the act. They decided that 
the strict rules discriminated 
against drug addicts and alco- 
holics. You read right. So HUD 
stopped subsidizing the com- 
plex, leaving management no 
choice but to abandon the rules. 

Within weeks, several rooms 

were being used for prostitution 

and drugs. Human waste could 

now be found on the building 

floors. The building manager 

says the place has gone straight 

downhill since the federal gov- 

ernment allowed tenants to rule 

the roost. So there you have it, 

folks — the Clinton Admini- 
stration, and your tax dollars ... 
hard at work. Isn't life grand? 


NATION OF MUTES 

As you know, Republican 
plans call for the elimination of 
the Department of Education. 
Liberals from every walk of life 
are anguished. After a careful 
review of a program sponsored 
by the Department of Educa- 
tion, I think liberals might be 
right. If the Department is 
abolished, America’s children 


L 


10 


SSS O 


may never learn to speak. 

Did you know that the Edu- 
cation Department has been 
providing pediatricians and 
hospitals with "Helping Your 
Baby Learn to Talk," a guide 
for parents? According to our 
wise government, parents play a 
key role in fostering language 
development in children. Bert 
you didnt know that! So the 
Education Department tells 
you stupid, worthless parents 
what to expect. The booklet 
explains that at three months, 
your baby actually listens to 
your voice. Imagine! Ac eight 
months, the baby smiles when 
it hears "happy" words. At 20 
months, the kid can put two 
words together in a sentence. 
So if we get rid of the Edu- 
cation Department, well elimi- 
nate this essential bookler. We 
may well end up with a country 
full of mutes! Little kids: can 
you say "tax cuts ? 


RACE BAITING 

In a disturbing June 10 
Washington Post article by 
Colbert King, an unnamed 
Clinton Administration official 
reveals the White House strate- 
gy on affirmative action. Read 
closely: “We want black busi- 
nessmen to scream enough to 
let angry white males under- 
stand that we've done something 
for them," said the official. 
In other words, the Admini- 
stration wants to provoke black 
professionals so much that 
they'll get angry. Then whites 
are supposed to think: "If black 
people are mad, Bill Clinton's 
policies must be good for me." 
This is pure race-baiting, and it 
is hideous. Black businessmen 
are being used as pawns — the 
President wants to push their 
hot buttons for political gain. 
The Administration is using 
perhaps the most sensitive issue 
in our country, race, to further 
their own agenda. This is insult- 
ing to all Americans, and it is so 
egregious I hope you remember 
it, and hold this bunch account- 
able. Not just for saying it ... 
but for believing that they can 
benefit from pitting one citizen 
against another. 





No LIBERAL Bias, SAYS LIBERAL 

“Phony Debate on Press Bias Obscures 
Real Issues,” writes pundit Al Hunt in a 
recent Wall Street Journal op-ed, Those in 
the mainstream media aren’t biased; their 
only agenda is to report the truth. 
Mr. Hunt admits that back in the civil 
rights and Vietnam days journalists were 
disproportionately liberal. But not now. 
Well ok, he says, maybe on issues like 
abortion and gay rights the press might 
be more liberal than the general public. 
But when it comes to economics, foreign 
policy, and political coverage, Al Hunt 
declares the media objective. 

On the same day Mr. Hunt was playing 
media apologist, The New York Times 





THEY MisLeD CONGRESS! 
Democrats — from the President on 
down — went after Republicans for sup- 
porting the so-called “expatriates’ loophole” 
as they crafted the budget. Thar provision, 
according to Democrats, allows greedy 
rich people to renounce their citizenship 
and flee America’s taxes, taking their wealth 
with them. But a Congressional study 
reveals that the Clinton Administration 
exaggerated the number of wealthy people 


fleeing the country ... to the point of 
misleading Congress. Put another way: 


they lied. It also concludes that the 
Clinton Administration overstated the 


amount of revenue that would be gained by 


No Burr 

A British animal rights activist, Vicki 
Moore, was rushed to a Spanish hospital, 
wounded by an animal she set out to pro- 
tect. Moore, president of a group called 
Fight Against Animal Cruelty, was in 
Spain videotaping an encierro. That's 
where a bull is let loose to chase local 
youths who want to test their nerve. 
These encierros, by the way, are perfectly 
legal in Spain and have been going 
on as long as anybody can remember. 
Apparently not allowing for cultural diver- 
sity, British animal rights activists are 
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ran an interesting news story about the bil- 
lion-dollar deficit Los Angeles faces. In a 
prime example of "objective" economic cov- 
erage, the paper blamed the people of Los 
Angeles. Why? Because years ago they voted 
for Proposition 13, which reduced their 
taxes. According to the unbiased Times 
reporter, the root cause of the current 
problem was hidden for years — because 
tax revenues poured in during the 80s! 
But now it's time to pay the piper. 

Unbiased reporting, Al? You guys never 
admit what really happened in the 1980s. 
Lower tax rates yielded higher tax revenues, 
because Reaganomics worked. But 
don't hold your breath waiting for the 
media to report it. 





closing the loophole. Put another way: 
they lied. The Administration's approach 
to the situation was to further raise taxes 
on the wealthy. (Of course.) But instead 
of stopping people from renouncing 
their citizenship, the report said that 
would probably encourage more to do 
so. And then this. In the last ten years, 
only four wealthy Americans have 
renounced their citizenship to avoid exces- 
sive taxes. Four people in the last decade. 
Four. Folks, any time you hear any 
Democrat — from the President on 
down — say anything about taxes and 
the wealthy, ask one question. Can you 
believe chem? 


offended by the Spanish custom. So there 
was Ms. Moore, filming the event for pro- 
paganda purposes. Only somebody forgot 
to tell the bull that a kind, compassionate 
animal rights activist was the one holding 
the camera. Or if anyone did tell the bull, 
the bull didn’t get it. The bull got Vicki 
— who experienced Mother Nature up- 
close and personal. Ms. Vicki landed in an 
intensive care unit. (No word on whether 
Fight Against Animal Cruelty will now 
fight against bull cruelty.) Some might 
find it hard to have sympathy for someone 
who gets in front of a charging bull, but 1 
hope Vicki makes a full 
recovery. And there is a 
lesson here that liber- 
als should try to 
understand. Whether 
theyre aiming at peo- 
ple, animals, trees, or 
/ bugs, liberals’ “help” 
is not always wanted. 
And that's no bull. 
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William Clay 


“But let us accept, for che moment, the 
metaphysical conceit that the essential 
nature of a ‘cut’ requires that it be a reduc- 
tion in an actual dollar amount.” 

— COLUMNIST MICHAEL KINSLEY, 
CRITICIZING REPUBLICAN “PHONY ACCOUNTING" 
IN THE NEW YORKER 
Metaphysical conceit?! This is hard for you, 
isnt it, Mr. Kinsley? 


“In interviews with politicians, academics, 
legal experts and ordinary citizens over 
the long Fourth of July weekend, it 
became clear that there is a palpable sense 
of the nation’s hurtling toward a future 
yet to be defined.” 

— REPORTER STEVEN A. HOLMES, FRONT 
PAGE NEW YORK TIMES NEWS STORY ABOUT 
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION 
Newsflash: the future is yet to be defined. 
Thank you, New York Times. 


I just wish we'd relax. Sex has been 
around a really long time. And we're here 
because of it. So it’s an important part of 

who we are and how we live.” 
— HILLARY CLINTON, QUOTED IN USA Topay 
Newsflash: sex has been around a long time. 
Thank you, Mrs. Clinton. 


“Clearly, business practices in this turbo- 
charged capitalist society have had 
dramatic impact on the quality of our 
life together and our family life and on 
our children, more than anything 
government has done.” 

— HILLARY CLINTON, EXPLAINING THAT 
CAPITALISM IS THE PRIMARY FORCE BEHIND 
FAMILY DYSFUNCTION, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
As opposed to the non-capitalist cattle 
futures market? 
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“The pessimist in me senses that we are head- 
ing to some kind of social conflagration.” 
— LANI GUINIER, WHOSE NOMINATION TO HEAD 
THE CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION OF THE JUSTICE 
DEPARTMENT WAS WITHDRAWN BY PRESIDENT 
CLINTON, QUOTED IN THE New York TIMES 
Lets get a second opinion. Who else is in 
there with you? 


"ran out of things to say. 
What can I tell you?" 

— SENATE MINORITY LEADER THOMAS 
DASCHLE (D, SD), EXPLAINING TO REPORTERS 
WHY HE WAS CONCLUDING A NEW'S BRIEFING, 

QUOTED IN 7HE WASHINGTON TIMES 
If only the rest of your party could admit this! 


"They [Republicans] may talk better, 
but we do more. And we try to do things 
in a way that benefits everybody, not 
Just those who will get ahead if they 
dont lift a finger anyway." 

— BILL CLINTON, AT A WASHINGTON FUNDRAISER 
THAT RAISED OVER $3 MILLION FOR THE 
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE, AP 
Get ahead without lifting a finger? Not pos- 
sible — unless you work for the government. 


"Grow jobs, grow incomes, that's what it 
means to be a Democrat in 1995." 
— BILL CLINTON, AT A WASHINGTON 
FUNDRAISER, AP 
Grow government jobs, tax incomes, 
that’s what its meant to be a Democrat 


for 60 years. 


“Eleanor Roosevelt was there before me. 
But she has always been there before me.” 
— HILLARY CLINTON, DISCUSSING HER NEW 
SYNDICATED COLUMN, AP 
Right. Too bad she didn't give you better 


advice on health care. 


Stu pid Qu otes Folks, I don’t make this stuff up 





Bob Kerrey 
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Jay Rockefeller 


“I hope thar it will ... help bring people a 
little bit closer, help them feel that their 
government Is not some entity that is 
totally apart from them, and all of us who 
have anything to do with it are really aliens 
who landed here in some former life." 
— HiLLARY CLINTON, ON HER 
NEW SYNDICATED COLUMN, AP 
Not all of you. 


I would probably be thoroughly depressed 
if I thought they were going to succeed.” 
— Rep. WILLIAM CLAY (D, MO), on 
REPUBLICAN PLANS TO DOWNSIZE 
GOVERNMENT, QUOTED IN USA Topay 
Better get out your Prozac, Congressman: 
theyre going to succeed. 


think our heads are kind of getting 
on straighter today as a people, but I 
want you to know I am going to spend 
the next year determined to continue 
to move the country forward ... we've 
got to get ourselves together." 

— BILL CLINTON AT CHICAGO FUNDRAISER 
THAT RAISED $1 MILLION FOR HIS RE- 
ELECTION BID, REUTERS 
Like, thats where it’s at, man. 


“But if [Colin Powell] runs as a Republican, 
he will have to decide whether or not he 
believes in his own life story — a brilliantly 
successful career built on the basis of big gov- 
ernment, public education, taxes, internation- 
al involvement, government-enforced racial 
fairness and the notion ... that we are all fami- 
ly ... Not many Republicans believe in that.” 
— COLUMNIST LARS-ERIK NELSON IN 
NEW YORK Newspay 
Somehow the liberal version of General 
Powell's life story lacks the inspirational 
qualities of the real thing. 
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Richard Gephardt 


“Imagine Newt Gingrich, Jesse Helms, Rush 
Limbaugh and Pat Robertson sculpted on 
Mount Rushmore ... Right now they are on 
top — and think they can write their radical 
agenda in stone — erasing years of progress 
in the struggle for our civil rights and liber- 
ties. And unless we have the courage to fight 
back against them and their ilk, our rights 
will become a thing of the past!” 

— SEN. TOM HARKIN (D, IA), FUNDRAISING LETTER 
Relax, Senator: nothing but love of freedom 
and the ilk of human kindness flows from 


atop this mount. 


"Even though you know that Senator Dole 
goes home and says breathtakingly mean 
things about everyone, he is trying to 
avoid any [such] moments in public.” 
— MAUREEN DOWD IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 
Thats Sen. Dole and his ilk for you, 
right Maureen? 


“I have a fascination with that room [the 
Lincoln Bedroom] ... Just the fact that 
Mary's still in there is pretty fascinating." 
— First BROTHER ROGER CLINTON, APPARENTLY 
ALLUDING TO THE GHOST OF MARY LINCOLN, 
WHILE PROMOTING HIS COURSE ON "DYSFUNC- 
TIONAL FAMILIES" AT THE LEARNING ANNEX IN 
WASHINGTON (SHARING BILLING WITH GENNIFER 
FLOWERS’ COURSE ON "PASSION AND BETRAYAL’), 
QUOTED IN THE NEW YORK POST 
The White House: Americas 
supernatural resource, 


"Public schools are where children learn 
what it really means to be an American. 
— KerrH GEIGER, NATIONAL EDUCATION 
ASSOCIATION PRESIDENT, AP 
These days, Mr. Geiger, theyre where more 
and more children are taught whats wrong 
with being an American. 





Tom Daschle 
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“We ... are not the unresponsive, change- 
resistant bureaucratic blob that public 
school opponents like to portray." 

— KEITH GEIGER, NATIONAL EDUCATION 
ASSOCIATION PRESIDENT, DEFENDING THE 
TEACHERS UNION’S RESISTANCE TO VOUCHERS, 
PRIVATIZATION, LOCAL CONTROL EFFORTS, CHAR- 
TER SCHOOLS, EDUCATION REFORM, AP 
Pretty good blob imitation, if you ask me. 


“Public Broadcasting is for very many 
children the only channel on which 
they can watch consistently good 
educational television." 

— HILLARY CLINTON, PLUGGING PBS AT THE 
WHITE HOUSE WITH BIG BIRD, LAMBCHOP AND 
PBS CHARACTERS SUCH AS MISS FIZZLE, REUTERS 
Not so, Madam! You overlook the Rush 


Limbaugh program. 


“What is the argument, or arguments, that 
Bill Clinton is going to make to the voters 
in September and October of 1996? What 
we're trying to do — and what the 
President, who is our chief strategist, is try- 
ing to figure out — is what that argument 
is going to be. One of our problems is that 
there have been too damn many argu- 
ments. We've got to hone down on that." 
— HAROLD Ickes, WHITE House DEPUTY 
CHIEF OF STAFF AND RE-ELECTION CAMPAIGN 
STRATEGIST, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST, 
JUNE 22, 1995 
Heres a good argument: Bill Clinton 
versus himself. 


“We are not shifting gears to go 
into the campaign mode. That wont 
come for some time." 
— VICE PRESIDENT AL GORE, ON "THIS WEEK 
WiTH DAVID BRINKLEY," JUNE 25, 1995 
Better tell Harold Ickes — and the President. 





Mickey Kantor 
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Bill Clinton 


“I cant imagine someone like Nelson Rocke- 
feller looking at a document like this and 
doing anything other than throwing up." 

— SEN, JAY ROCKEFELLER (D, WV), NEPHEW OF 
THE LATE FORMER NY GOVERNOR, ON THE 
REPUBLICAN BALANCED BUDGET, AP 
Lets use someone whos alive. 


*He may as well be speaking in Swahili or 
High Norse when he makes these speeches 
for five minutes on the budget." 

— DAN RATHER, REFERRING TO PRESIDENT 
CLINTON'S BRIEF BALANCED BUDGET SPEECH, 
ON CBS'S "LATE SHOW" 
Unfortunately for the President, be was 
speaking English, so his own party figured 
out right away theyd been double-crossed. 


“I don't think the problem is that we 
don't have enough freedom. For gosh 
sakes, I've got so much freedom, I dont 
know what to do with it.” 

— SEN. Bos KERREY, ON “LARRY KING LIVE,” 
CRITICIZING THE THESIS OF REP DICK ARMEY 5 
(R, TX) NEW BOOK, THE FREEDOM REVOLUTION 
The big problem, folks: too much freedom! 


"[He's] more scary than even my wife 
when I come home drunk." 

— RYUTARO HASHIMOTO, JAPAN'S TRADE MINI- 
STER, ON U.S. TRADE REPRESENTATIVE. MICKEY 
KANTOR, FOLLOWING TRADE NEGOTIATIONS 
Heres a clue that we oughta read the fine 
print on this trade deal. 


“Increasingly, people don’t work with their 
hands, they work with their minds.” 

— House Minorrry LEADER RICHARD GEPHARDT 
(D, MO), CRITICIZING REPUBLICAN BUDGET 
REFORM OF STUDENT LOAN PROGRAMS, UPI 

Except for those with their hands out, In 
other words, Congressman, your party. 
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According to Me 


The Politics of 
ABORTION 





American politics. Those who believe, as 

I do, that abortion is wrong (my Undeniable 
Truth of Life No. 21) — are painted by the 
media as extremists, fringe fanatics, and reli- 
gious crazies, Supreme Court Justice Antonin 
Scalia recently said pro-lifers have literally 
become a “disfavored class" in this country. 

Democrats gleefully believe that abortion 
opponents are a giant albatross around the 
neck of the Republican Party. White House 
Press Secretary Mike McCurry told New 
York Newsday that “there are extremists with- 
in the right-to-life movement who have 
hooked the Republican Party in Congress by 
the nose and they're dragging them around.” 
The conventional wisdom ts that the country 
is “overwhelmingly pro-choice,” and that 
opposing abortion is a losing political issue. 

But if that's true, then a lot of whats hap- 
pening in American politics is hard to explain. 
The collapse of the Henry Foster nomination, 
for example. This was accurately portrayed as 
turning on abortion; yet there was no huge 
groundswell of support for Foster — and his 
defeat was not greeted with anything like 
national outrage. In fact, the pro-abortion 
movement is showing dramatic signs of weak- 
ness. Folks, this is a BIG story ... with enor- 
mous cultural and political implications. 
Heres what the media wont tell you: 

ABORTIONS ARE DECLINING. The abor- 
uon rate in America ts now at its lowest level 
since 1976, according to a study by the Alan 
Guttmacher Institute, the research arm of 
Planned Parenthood. In Washington, D.C., 
which has the highest abortion rate in the 
nation, abortions have declined 25 percent 


since 1987. Significantly, there are also fewer 


places in America that perform the proce- 
dure. “More than 500 U.S. hospitals and 
clinics have stopped offering abortions since 
the early 1980s, and the number of young 
physicians who learn abortion techniques as 
part of their training has plummeted,” 
reported Zhe Washington Post in a January 
front-page story. “Some older doctors have 
become disillusioned ... Many of them 
believe that abortion has become overused as 
a form of after-the-fact birth control.” 
PRO-LIFE CANDIDATES ARE WINNING. 
"They did not elect us in 1994 on the abor- 
tion issue," insists GOP presidential con- 
tender Arlen Specter, who himself is staunch- 
ly pro-choice. Not so fast, Mr. Specter; let’s 


pposing abortion is the Great Taboo of | 


look at the numbers. Last November, 40 
more pro-life candidates were elected to the 
House of Representatives; 5 more pro-life 
candidates were elected to the Senate. Of the 
36 House incumbents that lost, 34 were pro- 
choice (the other two incumbents were pro- 
life Democrats who were replaced by pro-life 
Republicans). Furthermore, no pro-life Re- 
publicans were defeated. Not one. 

A national exit poll by che Wirthlin Group 
found that 51 percent of those who voted in 
Nov. identified themselves as “pro-life,” 
while only 43 percent identified themselves 
as “pro-choice.” In fact, of the 27 percent of 
voters who said abortion affected their vote, 
18 percent voted for candidates who oppose 
abortion; only 9 percent voted for candidates 
who support abortion — a two-to-one pro- 
life advantage. 

PRO-LIFE LEGISLATION IS ADVANCING. 
The results of November's pro-life tilt has im- 
pacted legislation in 
Congress. In May 52 
Democrats joined 188 
Republicans in the 
House to deny $65 mil- 
lion in foreign aid to 
organizations that pro- 
vide abortions overseas. 
In June, the House pas- 
sed its $267 billion de- 
fense bill that included 
a ban on abortions at 
military hospitals by an 
overwhelming vote of 
300 to 126. Rep. Rosa 
DeLauro (D, CT) tried 
to strip the ban out, but 
was defeated 230 to 196. 

A dozen bills dealing 
with abortion have 
been introduced. Reps. 
Charles Canady (R, 
FL) and Barbara Vu- 
canovich (R, NV) 
introduced the Partial- 
Birth Abortion Ban Act of 1995, prohibiting 
late-term abortions by a procedure known as 
“dilation and extraction” (D&X). “It is, both 
sides agree, a distressingly gruesome process,” 
reported Tamar Lewin in The New York 
Times. The Democrats’ response? Horror — 
at the discussion, not the method. 

In June, Sen, Bob Smith (R, NH) who 
with Phil Gramm (R, TX) cosponsored the 
Canady-Vucanovich bill, took his case to the 
floor of the Senate. In full view of C-SPAN 
cameras, Smith explained what a D&X abor- 
tion actually is, using a diagram of the proce- 


dure. Sen Carol Moscley-Braun (D, IL) was 





| 
| 





beside herself. "Its outrageous to bring some- 
thing like that on the Senate floor,” she 
protested. Outrageous, how so? Could it be, 
Senator, that while such abortions are legally 
permissible they're morally indefensible — 
and politically insupportable? 

SUPPORT FOR ABORTION IS WANING. 
Abortion advocates constantly cite polls they 
say prove most of the country is pro-choice. 
But the numbers are much more nuanced 
than the activists admit. As Speaker Newt 
Gingrich explains: "Theres an overwhelming 
majority in favor of some restrictions ... I 
think its going to be very hard for the left to 
explain why it's reasonable to kill [unborn] 
children at 81/2 months.” 

“Who can defend late-term abortion? 
Almost no one, as it turns out,” lamented 
Washington Post columnist Richard Cohen. In a 
June column entitled (I'm not making this up), 
“In Defense of Late Abortions,” Cohen at- 

tempted to take a crack 
2 at it. "Who can extol 
z abortion? Not me. If it 
Ë is not the taking of life, 
Š it Is pretty close tO It. 
!" But there are times 
| when it is necessary. It is 
the same with late-term 
abortions, which are 
even harder to defend, 
and frankly, just awful 
to read about." (Why, I 
wonder?) Still, Cohen 
says, "for all its seeming 
barbarity, this method is 
often preferred as being 
safest for the woman" 
and the government 
should just "mind its 
own business." 

The fact is, abortion 
supporters today are 
not nearly as confident 
of their arguments as 
they once were. Henry 
Foster himself told Ted Koppel on ABC's 
“Nightline”: “I abhor abortions.” And who 
did Hillary Clinton pick for her most 
notable recent photo-op? An abortion advo- 
cate? Nooo. It was Mother Teresa, arguably 
the world’s most formidable pro-life advo- 
cate. A picture worth 1000 words on the pol- 
itics of abortion. 

I have always said that the way to combat 
abortion is through persuasion. You have 
to change people's hearts. And friends, 
though you wont hear this from the media, 
real change is underway in more and more 


American hearts. E 
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THE CLINTON 
ECONOMIC HUSTLE 


Continued from page 


pushing small change." 

Why, my friends, would Bill Clinton, thought even by oppo- 
nents to be politically astute, and also known to abhor confronta- 
tion, risk alienating so many of his fellow Democrats? Hmmm? 

The idea that the President actually believed in his own propos- 
al was not even entertained in Washington. Heres The New York 
Times: "Almost no one on Capitol Hill 
thinks the President has become con- 
vinced of the economic or fiscal neces- 
sity of a balanced budget. Almost 
everyone thinks he suddenly produced 
a plan to balance the budget in ten 
years because he thought it was in his 
own political interest." 






ere's the hustle. Now that 
| Clinton has made his own 
balanced budget attempt, 
he believes he has the credibility 
(so to speak) to attack Republican 
"extremes" as specific budget legislation 
advances this summer and fall. As 
U.S. News & World Reports Gloria 
Borger put it: "By setting down a 
marker, he can call for responsible 
compromise, then veto with abandon. 
Liberals may whine, but if the 
voters consider Clinton a centrist, 
it won't hurt.” A new Sister Souljah strategy! “Clinton is also now 
inoculated against blame if he chooses, for whatever reason, to 
veto a Republican budget,” writes Matthew Miller in Tbe New 
Republic. “Clinton will plausibly be able to claim, as a prelude to 
this year's inevitable budget summit, that he laid out his priorities 
and urged cooperation, but that the Republicans stonewalled.” 

I think this is quite likely the President's intent. He is planning 
to run against both parties. He will campaign against the 
"extremes" of the left and of the right, accusing both sides of “just- 
say-no politics.” Bill Clinton will run against Washington, por- 
traying himself as "above" partisanship. 

We saw the rhetorical outlines of this approach in his 
rambling July 6 speech at Georgetown University. (That's the 
one in which he used the phrases "middle class dreams" and 
“middle class values" some 47 times.) I wish I could reprint 
the whole thing right here; its one of the most astonishing bits 
of oration I’ve ever encountered. It's straight out of the 60s, 
folks — a long sophomore seminar presentation in which he 
psychoanalyzes the country ("Millions of American people 
go home at night from their work and sit down to dinner and look 
at their children and wonder what they have done wrong") 
and lectures us on how to "communicate," Here's the key sen- 
tences: "How we resolve these differences is as important as 
what specific position we advocate. We have got to move 
beyond division and resentment to common ground.” Yada, 
yada, yada. Be prepared to hear more of that gobbledygook in 
the future. If you enjoyed Hillary's politics of meaning, you'll 


“MOST OF US LEARNED 
SOME TIME AGO THAT IF 
YOU DON'T LIKE THE 
PRESIDENT'S POSITION 


ON A PARTICULAR ISSUE, 
YOU SIMPLY NEED TO 
WAIT A FEW WEEKS.” 


— Rep. David OBEY 





love Bill’s politics of civility. 

In the meantime, Mr. Clinton is also hustling to lay the ground- 
work to create a scapegoat if the economy heads south. The eco- 
nomic indicators are mixed, but “polls show that voters would 
blame the Republican Congress for any economic downturn," 
reports the July 17 Business Week 

On June 23, the day he raised a cool $1 million at a Little 
Rock fundraiser, the President made a conference call to five 
Democratic governors. He told them the Republican plan to bal- 
ance the budget is “too extreme and runs a significant risk of 
putting the economy in a recession." Later, che President men- 
tioned “a serious economic study which predicts the Republican 
budget will cause a recession." White House aides said the 
President was referring to a study by the WEFA Group; a Bala 
Cynwyd, Pennsylvania forecasting firm, 
which predicts a rise in unemployment 
of over two percent in a year and eco- 
nomic growth slowing to 0.3 percent 
under a Republican budget. 

Well, an enterprising reporter lis- 
tened to this gloom-and-doom 
forecast, and did something rare: 
checked with the author of the 
study. Shazaam! What do you know — 
the author, Daniel Bachman, said 
the White House “had gotten the 
numbers all wrong." He said his study 
doesnt show anything /rke a recession. 
“Tt shows that {if the Republican bud- 
get is implemented,] growth would 
slow an average of 0.3 percent over the 
seven or eight years it would take to 
balance the budger. That is, growth 
would be at about 2.3 percent per year 
on average rather than the 2.5 percent 
now forecast by the Congressional 
Budget Office.” Bachman said his forecast was that unemployment 
might rise 2 percent over seven or eight years, not over one year. 

So next time you hear (and you will) thar the Republican bud- 
get will “send the economy into recession,” know that youre sim- 
ply experiencing the latest Clinton economic hustle. 


ut the good news is, none of this Administrations clever 
political positioning, its sophisticated spinning and second- 
guessing, none of it matters at all. The Republicans are on 
offense. While the Congressional Democrats carp and 
whine from the sidelines, while the President tries to “redefine” 
himself yet again, the Republicans are balancing the budget. They 
are cutting spending and intrusive regulations, they are making 
government smaller, they are reducing the tax burden. The 
Republicans are doing this for a very simple, uncomplicated rea- 
son: because it’s what the American people want. And that is 
where the power comes from. 








To subscribe, call 1-800-457M141 

The war is over, It’s time for you to accept the outcome so you 

can begin to heal. Liberals: name your ambassador — and try to 
normalize relations with the rest of us. 











THE LIQUOR STORE MEMO 


et me recommend a political landmark to add to your “must- 
see" list next time youre in Washington. The hot new spot is 
Neil's Outrageous, a D.C. liquor store and deli. Dont miss it. 

Neil's counter is where some unknown political operative left a fold- 
er containing a fascinating Democrat document — a sheaf of notes 
summarizing a recent closed-door meeung in Senate Minority Leader 
Tom Daschle's office. About 50 Democratic leaders talked strategy, and 
pollsters reported the results of focus groups. 

The notes then fell into the wrong hands, in the Democrat view: mine. 
After 1 had some real fun with them on the air, The New York Times ran 
a page-one story about the Democrats embarrassment. First, Democrats 
claimed the notes were “selectively” typed by some Republican. How 
lame. They should have at least used the Josh Steiner defense (you know, 
the guy who in Whitewater hearings last year claimed he lied to his 
diary): They should have said, “We lied to our notes.” 

But Ronald Klain, staff director for the Democratic leadership 
committees, in effect confirmed the notes were genuine. “You 
can put this on the record," Klain told The New York 
Times. “Those certainly were not my notes. 
I was not the idiot who took the notes 
and left them in a liquor store.” 

Well, I'm happy that some idiot 
did. Much of whars in the notes $ 
(which I have in memo form) is | 
the usual Washington gobbledy- 
gook about plans to “coordi- 
nate” responses and such, but | 
want to put some of the more 
salient quotes on the record for 
you. Youll want to keep this 
stuff in mind as the campaign 
season unfolds. 

The most interesting section 
concerns the research apparent- 
ly presented by Mark Mellman, 
a leading Democratic pollster. 
After doing some polling and a 
series of focus groups of swing 
voters, Mellman said (according 
to the memo) there are four 
“primary problems’ the Dem- 
ocratic party faces: 

1. We are not getting credit for the good things we are doing. 

2. There is an aura of failure surrounding the Democratic Party. 

3. The Gop does get some credit from voters for the things they 

are doing. 

4. We are not seen as representing anyone very well. 

As the memo reveals, Mellman tried to discern the deep, profound, 
secret reason that the Democratic Party is not getting any credit for the 
economy. “This could be because people are not seeing any tangible 
improvements in their individual lives.” No kidding, Sherlock! The 
memo says 52 percent think their standard of income is declining, and 
only 10 percent think it's going up.” (Mr. Mellman, ever hear of “taxes”?) 

Under the “AURA OF FAILURE" heading, the memo shows Mellman’s 
focus groups believe "Democratic programs try to help the poor with 
good intentions and bad ideas.” Bad ideas! This can't have pleased 
those at the meeting. A full 63 percent of those Mellman polled believe 
that Democrats try to protect failed social programs. 











Frankly, all this seems to me to be stating the obvious. But when 
The New York Times reporter asked Mellman about it, he became 
“worked up.” Mellman complained: “There's just a lot of stuff in there 
that’s inaccurate. Some of it is so selective that it would be inaccurate. 
The words that were used were either the author of the notes or the 
typist of the notes — not all the words are mine.” 

When The New York Times reporter asked if he said there was “an 
aura of failure” surrounding the Democrats, “Mr. Mellman declined to 
comment, saying, ‘I dont want to confirm anything." Noted. 

The worst difficulty facing the Democrats, according to the memo, 
is that people think Republicans are headed in the right direction by a 
2-to-1 margin, while the Democrats “have no significant advantage on 
any issue.” Except for the following — which I want you to be on the 
lookout for in the coming months: 

e “55 percent think that lobbyists have made things 
worse and only 14 percent think that lobbyists have 
^. made things better. Therefore we need to associ- 
1 ate the GOP with lobbyists ... The GOP is in 
bed with special interests." Get ready 
to hear that about 50 times a day. 
| © "The natural inclination for 
people is to think that the GOP want 
| to cut Medicare — not to make it 
more efficient but to hurt the elder- 
ly; we need to exploit this." Sea- 
soned citizens, be forewarned: your 
fears are about to be exploited. The 
| memo continues: "Medicare is the 
issue right now; the message is that 
the Republicans want to gut it, 
while we want to reform it.” And 
then there's this rather sad little 
note: “To a certain extent the 
White House undercut that argu- 
| ment with the President's plan to 
| balance the budget.” Actually, Mr. 
Mellman, the White House did 
more than undercut that argument 
—the White House obliterated it. 

* "People do not want to see the 
following items cut: social security, 
child nutrition, veterans [benefits], 
law enforcement, Medicare, school lunches. The Medicare message and 
education message are strongest; we need to emphasize these to recon- 
nect with the middle class." They want to reconnect with the middle 
class, folks. A tacit acknowledgment of a huge, possibly lethal, problem. 

And then there's this amusing note: "We don't want the argument of 
Big Government vs. Small Government." Of course not! That actually 
defines the differences between the two parties, and its an argument 
Democrats cant win. “We want to get out the message that the GOP is 
in favor of government that helps the rich at the expense of the middle 
class while the Democrats are in favor of government that will help the 
middle class get ahead ... Examples: Your kid getting a college loan. 
Your parents having a safe place to retire. Your baby having safe drink- 
ing water and baby food,” Pathetic. 

Folks, this memo confirms everything I've told you. Democrats know 
their policies have failed. And now they know that voters know it. 
Probably why they're going to Neil’s liquor store in the first place. i 
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Send requests and 
appreciation to: 
www.patreon.com/LLAU 
Other social media 
COMING SOON 








